REMARKS 

Summary 

The Abstract and the objected-to claims have been amended to overcome formal 
objections thereto and independent Claims 1, 7, and 14 have been amended to overcome a 
substantive rejection. Therefore, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the outstanding 
objections and rejections. 

Status of the Claims 

Claims 1-23 are pending. Claims 1, 2, 4-8, 10-12, 14, 15, and 17-19 have been amended. 
More specifically, Claims 1, 4, 5, 7, 10, 1 1, 14, 17, and 18 have been amended for reasons 
unrelated to patentability to improve their form, independent Claims 1, 7, and 14 have been 
amended to recite a portion to be sandwiched between the elastic roller portion and the developer 
regulating member to overcome a substantive rejection, and Claims 2, 4-6, 8, 10-12, 15, and 17- 
19 have been amended to render these claims consistent with the changes made to the 
independent claims. Also, Claims 20-23 have been added. Claims 1,7, 14, and 20-23 are 
independent. 

Requested Action 

Applicants respectfully request the Examiner to reconsider and withdraw the outstanding 
objections and rejections in view of the foregoing amendments and the following remarks. 
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Abstract Objection 

The Examiner objects to the Abstract because of its length. In response, Applicants have 
amended the Abstract so that it does not exceed 150 words, as required in the Office Action, 

Formal Claim Objections 

Claims 1-20 are objected for minor informahties in Claims 1, 7, and 14. In response, 
while not conceding the propriety of the objections, Applicants have amended these claims to 
address the points raised by the Examiner, thereby rendering the objection moot. Accordingly, 
AppUcants respectfully request that the claim objections be withdrawn. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicants gratefully acknowledge the indication that dependent Claims 4, 5, 10, 1 1, 17 
and 18 contain allowable subject matter and would be allowed if rewritten in independent form. 
These claims have not been so rewritten because the independent claims from which they depend 
are believed to be allowable for the reasons discussed below. 

Substantive Rejections 

Claims 1-3, 7-9, and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102, as being anticipated by the 
patent to Goldie (U.S. Patent No. 5,749,026). Claims 6, 12, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a), as being obvious over the patent to Goldie in view of the patent to Ichizawa et al. (JP 
05-224575). Claims 13/7 and 20/14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a), as being obvious over 
the patent to Goldie in view of the patent to Matsuzaki et al, (JP 2000-132040). Claims 13/12 
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and 20/19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over the patent to Goldie in 
view of the patent to Ichizawa et aL. and further in view of the patent to Matsuzaki et al. 



Response to Substantive Rejections 

In response, while not conceding the propriety of the rejections, independent Claims 1, 7, 
and 14 have been amended. Applicants submit that as amended, these claims are allowable for 
the following reasons. 

Independent Claim 1 relates to a protecting member for use with a developing device 
including a developing roller configured to develop an electrostatic latent image formed on an 
electrophotographic photosensitive member, having an elastic roller portion and a shaft portion 
supporting the elastic roller portion. The developing device further includes a developer 
regulating member contactable to the elastic roller portion to regulate an amount of the developer 
deposited on the elastic roller portion. 

Claim 1 has been amended to recite that the protecting member comprises a portion to be 
sandwiched between the elastic roller portion and the developer regulating member when the 
protecting member is demountably mounted between the developing roller and the developer 
regulating member. Claim 1 has been further amended to recite that the protecting member 
comprises a supporting portion configured and positioned to support the portion to be 
sandwiched. In addition. Claim 1 has been amended to recite that the portion to be sandwiched 
has a hardness which is not less than a predetermined value and not more than the hardness of the 
elastic roller portion. Support for these amendments is found, at least at page 15, line 22 
through page 26, line 1 of the specification. 
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By this arrangement, the press-contacting force of the developer regulating member on 
the elastic roller portion is deconcentrated during the time from manufacture to first use of the 
developing device, thus suppressing deformation of the developing roller by the developer 
regulating member, thereby stabihzing image formation. 

In contrast, the patent to Goldie is not understood to disclose or suggest a portion to be 
sandwiched between an elastic roller portion and a developer regulating member when a 
protecting member is demountably mounted between the developing roller and the developer 
regulating member, as recited by amended Claim 1 . Therefore, this patent is also not understood 
to disclose or suggest a supporting portion configured and positioned to support such a portion to 
be sandwiched or that such a portion to be sandwiched has a hardness which is not less than a 
predetemiined value and not more than the hardness of the elastic roller portion, as also recited 
by amended Claim L 

The Office Action cites foam projection 60 in the Goldie patent as corresponding to a 

portion to contact the elastic roller portion when the protecting member is demountably mounted 

between the developing roller and the developer regulating member. But the foam projection 60 

is not understood to correspond to the newly-claimed portion to be sandwiched because the foam 

projection 60 is not understood to be sandwiched between an elastic roller portion and a 

developer regulating member, as indicated by column 5, lines 20-26 of Goldie patent: 

Each foam projection 60 extends beyond the width of the 
developer roller 108 so that it bears tightly against a respective of 
the side walls 120 and 122 (see FIG. 7) of the cartridge frame. The 
foam, thus, crushes to seal any gap between the side walls 120 and 
122 and the side edges 50 of the seal 40. 
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Since the Goldie patent is not understood to disclose or suggest at least one feature of 
amended Claim 1, the Patent Office is not understood to have established anticipation of 
amended Claim 1 over the Goldie patent. Therefore, Applicants respectfully request that the 
Examiner withdraw the rejection of Claim 1 over this patent. And since independent Claims 7 
and 14 have been amended in a maimer similar to Claim 1, they are believed to be allowable for 
similar reasons, and Applicants also respectfully request withdrawal of the rejection of these 
claims over the Goldie patent. 

The dependent claims are allowable for the reasons given for the independent claims and 
because they recite features that are patentable in their own right. Individual consideration of the 
dependent claims is respectfully solicited. 

New Claims 21-23 

Independent Claims 21-23 also recite a portion to be sandwiched or a portion sandwiched 
between an elastic roller portion and a developer regulating member when the protecting member 
is demountably mounted between the developing roller and the developer regulating member. 
These claims also recite that the width of contact between the portion to be sandwiched and the 
elastic roller portion when the protecting portion is sandwiched between the elastic roller portion 
and the developer regulating member, is larger than the width of contact between the developer 
regulating member and the elastic roller portion when the protecting member is not sandwiched 
between the elastic roller portion and the developer regulating member. 
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Applicants understand these claims to be allowable over the Goldie patent because the 
Goldie patent is not understood to disclose or suggest the claimed portion to be sandwiched as 
recited in new Claims 21-23. 

Conclusion 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, the application is now in allowable form. 
Therefore, early passage to issue is respectfully solicited. 

Applicants' undersigned attorney may be reached in our Washington, D.C. office by 




FITZPATRICK, CELLA, HARPER & SCINTO 
30 Rockefeller Plaza 
New York, New York 10112-3801 
Facsimile: (212)218-2200 
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